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PETITION  to  his  MAJESTY, 


AS  TO  THE 

Charge  upon  the  Ministry  of  railing  a 

Revenue  in  our  Colonies  by  Prerogative.- 


Addrefled  to  the  PUBLIC. 


My  Lords,  Gentlemen,  and  Fellow  Subjedls, 

ALT  LI  OUG  FI  the  right  of  every  fubjedl  in  the  molt  dcf- 
potic  kingdoms,  to  petition  his  fovereign  againfl  griev¬ 
ance  and  opprefiion,  is  indifputable ;  and  though  this 
right  has  been  folemnly  confirmed  to  every  Britifh  fubjedl  by  an 
exprefs  covenant,  fealed  with  the  bed  blood  of  Great  Britain;  yet 
every  attempt  to  exercife  this  right  has  been,  of  late,  infamoufly 
traduced  by  a  fet  of  defpicablc  tools,  who,  though  encouraged  in 
their  impudence  by  Britifh  money,  have  proved  themfel-ves  un¬ 
worthy  the  protedtion  of  a  Britifh  government. 

When  the  mofl  decent 'and  refpedlful  petitions  to  his  majefly, 
from  the  moll  refpedtablc  bodies  of  his  fubjedts,  are  fcandaloufly 
reprefented  as  traitorous  infults  of  the  fadlious  and  difaffedled,  it 
would  look  like  a  defigned  contempt  of  the  livery  of  the  city  of 
London,  if  they  were  fullered  to  eicape  the  honour  of  the  fame 
abufe.  They  have  had  their  fliarc.  An  obligation  the  citizens 

of  London  will  not  foon  forget. 
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The  writers  for  the  prefent  miniflry  have  been  fo  long  prac« 
tifed  in  fcandal  and  abufe,  falfhood  and  mifreprefentation, 
that  it  would  be  as  vain  to  feek  for  truth,  fairnefs  and  decency 
in  them,  as  wifdom  and  public  fpirit  in  their  makers. 

I  fliould  be  glad  to  know  what  reafon  can  be  affigned  for  this 
unnatural  deviation  from  all  that  is  good  and  manly;  what  p^ea 
thev  have  to  offer  in  their  own  defence,  that  can  carry  a  little  more 
weight  than  the  common  one,  of  the  virtue  of  the  age  they  live 
in,  "in  which  no  man  is  expeded  to  facrifice  a  dinner  to  truth  and 
iuitice.  The  folution  of  this  difficulty,  I  recommend  to  Creon, 
as  a  proper  fubjed  for  his  next  effay  on  moral  obligation. 

In  which,  {if  his  genius  will  hand  his  friend)  he.  may 
introduce  a  moral  j  unification  of  that  man,  who,  while  he 
enjovs  a  penfion  of  three  hundred  pounds  per  annum,  pubhckly 
declares/  he  receives  nothing  from.  the  government,  but  that 
protedion  which  every  fubjed  enjoys  in  common  with  himfelr.. 

Suppofe  it  be  granted,  that  the  tenure  by  which,  thefe  writers 
hold  their  pay,  places  or  penfions,  may  be  an  obligation,  occa- 
fionally  to  forfwear  what  they  know;  even  in  that  cafe,  no  power 
on  earth  can  oblige  them  to  believe  what  they  fwear.  Therefore, 
the  belt  chance  we  have  to  fift  the  truth  out  of  gentlemen  under 
fuch  embafraffiment,  mull  be  by  reverfing  the  pradice  mating  to 
evidence,  and  examining  them  not  upon  their  knowledge,  but 

their  belief.  .  „ 

I  do  not  introduce  thefe  obfervations  as  a  new  difcovery,  or  a 

matter  of  information  to  the  public.  The  attentive  reader,  no 
doubt,  has  long  ago  obferved  the  fame  himfelf.  My  view  is  only 
to  put  the  unwary  reader,  who  is  not  fo  well  acquainted  with 
thefe  gentlemen,  upon  his  guard  again!!  being  impofed  upon  by 

their  representation  of  fads.  .  .  .  n  i  r  t  n 

Philo  Britannia  has  diftinguifhed  himfelf,  m  the  Puolic  Ledge* 

of  the  eighth  of  Auguft,  by  his  low  unmanly  abufe  ol  that  re- 
fpedable  body,  the  Livery  of  the  city  of  London,  on  account  ot 
their  late  petition  to  his  Majefty.  His  attack  upon  the  eighth 
article  of  their  complaint,  may  ferve  for  an  example  of  his  me¬ 
thod  of  operation.  The  fuccefs  of  this  manoeuvre  fhall  be  the  iub- 
ied  of  our  prefent  inquiry. 

To  prevent  all  mifunderftanding,  it  will  be  expedient  to  give 
a  fair  and  true  copy  of  the  eighth  article  of  complaint  from  the 
petition  itfelf,  rather  than  to  depend  upon  this  author  s  partial 
quotation.  This  charge  upon  the  miniflry  is,  that  “  I  hey  have 
eftabliffied  numberlefs  unconttitutional  regulations  and  taxations 
in  our  colonies.  They  have  caufed  a  revenue  to  be  raifed  in  feme 
of  them  by  prerogative.  They  have  appointed  civil  law  judges 
to  try  revenue  caufes,  and  to  be  paid  from  out  of  the  condemna¬ 
tion  money.”  _  f  ,  . 

Philo  Britannia:  has  prudently  flipt  by  the  latter  part  or  tns 

complaint;  and,  perhaps,  he  would  haveaded  full  as  wifely,  if  ie 
had  done  the  fame  by  the  former  part  ot  it.  But  that  was  too 
heavy  a  charge  upon  his  mailers,  to  be  buffered  to.  pais  without 

feme  notice.  The  following  are  his  remarks  upon  it. 

^  “  From 


(  s  ) 


**  Prom  hence  an  impartial  reader  would  infer,  that  the  mi* 
hiders  had  raifed  taxes  and  promulgated  laws  over  the  colonies, 
without  the  authority  of  parliament,  or  any  other  than  their  own 
mere  will  and  pleafure.  If  that  is  the  cafe,  they  are  highly 
culpable  and  punilhable.”  And  again,  “  If  no  taxation  or  regu¬ 
lation  has  taken  place  in  America  without  parliamentary  autho¬ 
rity,  who  is  arraigned  by  this  article  ?  The  minilters  or  their 

m alters  ?” 

The  lad  quedion  Hands  in  need  of  an  explanation.  For,  really, 

1  am  not  fo  well  acquainted  with  the  miniders,  as  to  know  whom 
they  call  their  mailers,  or,  whether  they  acknowledge  any  maders 
at  all,  or  not.  'And  yet,  I  mud  allow,  that  miniders  of  date 
are  no  maders  known  to  the  conditution  of  Great  Lritain. 

It  is  evident,  this  author  intended  his  remarks  Ihould  be  under- 
Hood  as  a  flat  denial  of  the  fad.  Fie  certainly  mud  know  they 
would  be  fo  underdood.  For,  nobody  can  believe  he  would  dare, 
publickly,  to  charge  the  minidry  with  being  highly  culpable  and 
punilhable ;  which  he  undoubtedly  has  effedually  done,  if  he  al¬ 
lows  the  fad  to  be  true.  I  mud  beg  leave  here,  to  alk  this  author 
one  quedion.  Do  you  not  in  your  confcience  believe,  that  taxes 
have  been  levied,  and  are  now  levying,  upon  our  colonids  in 
America,  by  virtue  of  the  prerogative  royal,  without  any  autho¬ 
rity  by  ad  of  parliament  ?  If  you  were  ignorant  of  the  fad, 
you  ought  to  have  been  a  little  more  model!  in  your  abufe. 
The  Livery  of  the  city  of  London  might,  without  any  breach 
of  the  laws  of  truth  and  decency,  have  been  allowed  a  more  re- 
fpcdful  treatment,  than  you  intended  by  calling  them,  “  The 
vociferous  patriots  of  Guildhall:” 

Since  I  have  taken  the  liberty  to  alk  Philo  Britannia;  one  quef- 
tion  as  to  his  belief,  I  will  be  lo  open  with  him  as  freely  to  tell 
him  my  own  ;  which  is,  that  it  will  anfwer  no  valuable  purpofe 
to  himlelf  to  convince  him  of  the  truth  or  a  lad,  which  ne  has 
had  the  misfortune  to  deny.  But,  as  it  is  a  matter  of  great  moment 
to  the  public,  that  they  Ihould  be  let  to  rights  with  regard  to  a 
fad  fo  intending  to  them,  1  fliall  here  infert  a  letter,  formerly  pub- 
li flied  in  the  North  Briton,  which  will  edablifh  the  fad  beyond  all 
difpute.  If  Philo  Britannia  be  not  plcafed  with  this  republication, 
let  him  refled,  that  he  Ihould  have  had  more  wit  than  to  make 
it  neceflary,  by  infinuating  that  the  complaint  was  groundlefs. 

^uos  Deus  ‘vult  pcrdcrCy  prim  dement  dt» 

IB  E  G  leave  to  introduce  the  following  refledions,  upon  a 
mod  intereding  fubjed,  with  a  quotation  from  the  gieat  Mi. 
Locke’s  treatife  upon  government. 

“  The  fupreme  power  cannot  take  from  any  man  any  part  of 
his  property  without  his  own  confent.  hoi  the  piefervatiou  of 
property  being  the  end  of  government,  and  that  for  which  men. 
enter  into  focicty,  it  neceflarily  luppofes  and  requiics  that  the  peo¬ 
ple  ihould  have  property;  without  which  they  mull  be  luppolcd 
to  lofe  that  by  entering  into  fociety,  which  was  the  end  101*  which 

they  entered  into  it  ;  too  grofs  an  abfurdity  for  any  nan  to  own. 
1  A3  Men 
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Men  therefore  in  fociety  having  property,  they  have  fuch  a  rio-ht 
to  the  goods  which  by  the  iaw  of  the  community  are  theirs, 
that  nobody  hath  a  right  to  take  them,  or  any  part  of  them,  from 
them,  without  their  own  con  fen  t;  without  this  they  have  no  proper¬ 
ty  at  all.  For  I  have  truly  no  property  in  that  which  another  can  by 
right  take  from  me  when  he  pleafes,  againft  my  confent.  Hence 
it  is  a  miftake  to  think  that  the  fupreme  or  legislative  power  of  any 
commonwealth  can  do  what  it  will,  and  difpofe  of  the  eftates  of 

the  fubjed  arbitrarily,  or  take  any  part  of  them  at  pleafure. - A 

man's  property  is  not  at  all  fecure,  though  there  be  good  and  equi¬ 
table  laws  to  let  the  bounds  of  it  between  him  and  his  fellow  fub- 
jeds,  if  he  who  commands  thofe  fubjeds,  have  power  to  take 
from  any  pri  ate  man  what  part  he  pleafes  of  his  property,  and 
life  and  difpofe  of  it  as  he  thinks  good. 

“  But  government,  into  whatsoever  hands  it  may  be  put, 
being  inllituted  with  this  condition,  and  for  this  end,  that  men 
might  have  and  fecure  their  properties,  the  prince  arid  fenate, 
however  it  may  have  power  to  make  laws  for  regulating  property 
between  the  fubjeds  one  among  another,  yet  can  never  have  a 
power  to  take  to  themfelves  the  whole  or  any  part  of  the  fubjed’s 
property,  without  their  confent.  For  this  would  be  in  effed  to 
leave  them  no  property  at  all. 

“  It  is  true,  governments  cannot  be  fupported  without  great 
charge,  and  it  is  fit  every  one  who  enjoys  his  lhare  of  the  pro- 
tedion,  fhould  pay  out  of  his  eftate  his  proportion  for  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  it.  But  Hill  it  mull  be  with  his  own  confent;  i.  e.  the 
confent  of.the  majority,  giving  it  either  themfelves,  or  by  their 
reprefentatives  cliofen  by  them  ;  for  if  any  one  fhould  claim  a  power 
to.  lay  or  levy  taxes  on  the  people,  by  his  own  authority,  and 
without  fuch  confent  of  the  people,  he  thereby  invades  the  fun¬ 
damental  law  of  property,  and  fub verts  the  end"  of  government.” 

Thefe  judicious  obfervations  and  unanfwerable  arguments  of 
Mr.  Locke,  will  be  read  with  the  higheft  pleafure,  by  every 
lubjed  of  the  crown  of  Great  Britain,  when  he  refleds  that  thegrand 
point  here  eftablifhed  is,  by  the  conftitution  of  the  government 
under  which  lie  lives,  effedually  fecured  to  every  member  of  the 
community;  and  will  continue  his  birthright  as  long  as  that  con¬ 
ftitution  (hall  remain  inviolate  and  in  its  full  vigor.  But  let  it  be 
remembered,  that  it  will  be  in  vain  to  claim  this  right,  although 
the  title  to  it  be  ever  fo  indisputable,  when  we  have  by  carelefs- 
nefs.or  complaifance  once  quittedpoflelTion  of  that  power  which 
mud  maintain  it. 

“  The  houfe  of  commons  is  the  guardian  of  the  rights  and 
liberties  of  the  commons  of  Great  Britain,  a  third  part  of  the 
legiilative  power,  and  one  of  the  three  chares  of  the  kingdom; 
which  being  inllituted  as  checks  and  couinerpoiles  to  one  another, 
for  the  better  fecuring  our  liberty  againft  all,  have  their  diftind 
and  feparate  rights,  privileges,  and  powers,  as  well  as  common, 
which  ought  to  be  kept  facred  and  inviolate;  otherwife  our  con- 
ftitution  is  loft.  For  whenfoever  any  one  of  thefe  becomes  fubor- 
dinate  to,  and  dependent  upon  either  of  the  other,  the  civil 
balance,  wherein  lies  our  feeurity,  is  deftroyed. 
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s t  j\ 1 1  attempts  upon  the  rights  of  any  oi  tiiefe  are  dangerous 
to  the  whole,  el'pecially  thofeof  the  commons;  who  being  vaftl/ 
the  majority,  and  the  only  indifpenfably  neceflary  part  of  a  com¬ 
monwealth;  their  fafety  and  fecunty  ought  to  be  confuted  and 
provided  for,  before  that  ot  any  branch,  and  even  again h  it, 
if  ever  they  (hall  happen  to  be  inconfiftent.  Our  conft.tution 
itfelf,  fo  long  as  it  fhall  be  preferved  unbroken,  is  a  fufhc.en,. 
ouard  again!!  any  invafion  upon  any  of  them,  by  open  violence; 
no  one  of  the  three  eftates  being  intruded  with  fo  much  power,  as 
to  be  able  forcibly  to  take  from  either  ot  the  other,  any  o,  t  ieir 

rights. ”  Hift.  ot  the  pari.  1700.  .  . 

The  greateft  or  only  privilege  the  commons  of  Great  Britain 
have  referved  to  themfelves,  which  can  fecure  their  freedom,  and 
their  independence  as  a  branch  of  the  leg.flature  is  the  power  ot 
granting  money  for  the  ufe  of  government;  of  appointing  the 
manner  in  which  it  fhall  be  raifed,  and  the  purpofes  to  which  it 
fhall  be  applied  :  which  includes  alfo  a  right  to  be  informed  after- 

wards  how  it  has  been  ditpofed  of.  .  .  - .  r 

The  ftrength  of  this  barrier  to  the  liberty  of  the  fubjefl  is  fo  fe¬ 
cure  and  effeflual,  and  has  in  faft  proved  lo  inlurmountable  an 
obllacle  to  the  fchemes  of  ambitious  and'defpotic  men,  that  all 
their  wit  has  been  more  than  once  employed  in  endeavours  to  ie- 
move  it,  either  by  force  or  artifice;  though,  thank  God,  hit 
without  fuccefs.  '  Minifterial  attempts  for  this  purpofe,  when  ob- 
fl.inatelv  purfued,  (befides  the  public  vengeance  upon  themlelvesj 
have  already  cod  one  king  his  head,  and  another  his  crown 

ft  ought  here  to  be  mentioned  to  the  honour  of  the  reprefenta- 
tives  of  the  commons  of  Great  Britain,  that,  even  in  the  mod 
complaifant  times,  the  houfe  of  commons  has  never  yet  b  - 
trayed  its  trull  in  this  mod  intending  cafe ;  but  always  mo 
ftrenuoufly  defended  this  juft  and  truly  important  ngh  of  the 
commons.  Nay,  when  neceility  has  required  it,  they  have  icli  , 
even  unto  blood,  rather  than  fubmit  to  that  unconftitutional  claim 
of  the  crown,  a  power  of  levying  money,  an  imP  °  h 
upon  the  people,  under  pretence  of  prerogative.  And  at  laltj^en 

the  government  was  diffolvcd  by  James  the  ecoiu  ,  cleft- 

the  kingdom,  even  in  that  emergency,  nobly  flood  °'Jt  [r0‘"  c’  S 
ing  even  William  the  third  to  be  their  king  (although  they  looked 
upon  him  with  gratitude  as  their  del.vcrer)  until 
to  the  following  condition,  among  others,  particularly  micrtui 

in  the  declaration  ot  rights.  crown  by  pre- 

“  The  levying  money  to  or  for  the  ufeof  the  cro  ,  y  p 

fence  of  prerogative,  cr  without  grant  of  parlmmen  ,  ■ 

time  or  in  other  manner  than  the  iame  is  01  .a  u  n  ’ 

'"i^hope  I  may  now,  without  offence,  fay,  that  a  king  of 
Britain  has  no  fuch  prerogative  It  is  a  prerogative  of  the  o 

monsof  Great  Britain  to  tax  themfelves ;  a  P^rogative  CO 

Bitted  in  truft  by  them  to  their  reprefentat.ves;  and  is,  puhaps, 
the  only  prerogative  they  have,  eftetlually  to  ;tcl|,e  .‘ 

der.ee  as  a  branch  ol  the  legiflature.  if  t)  :  JC  01‘1"  “  '  jj 
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all  pretence  to  liberty  and  property  afterwards  muft  be  ridiculous 
and  will  certainly  be  treated  as  fuch,  even  by  thofe  men,  who  are 
ready  enough  to  promife  very  fair  beforehand,  in  order  to  obtain  an 
indulgence  with  a  power  which  promifes  fo  very  much  to  the 
aims  of  ambition  ;  but  which  a  free  people,  whilft  they  con¬ 
tinue  in  their  fenfes,  will  never  truft  in  the  hands  of  the  execu¬ 
tive  of  the  government. 

Thofe  who  are  mo  ft  defirous  of  fuch  power,  are  lead;  lit  to  be 
intruded  with  it.  They afk  for  they  know  not  what.  If  they  Ihould 
obtain  their  requeft ;  in  the  firft  ad,  the  world  would  probably  be 
fetonfire;  but  the  next  would  Certainly  end  with  finding  them- 
felves  involved  in  the  fate  of  Phaeton. 

I  am  at  a  Iofs  to  reconcile  with  the  declaration  of  rights,  and 
thofe  revolution  principles  upon  which  our  conftitution  hands,  the 
levying^  money  and  laying  taxes  upon  the  Britifh  fubje&s  in  the 
Wed  Indian  iftanus,  by  virtue  of  the  prerogative  royal,  for  the 
ufe  of  the  king,  his  heirs,  and  fuccelfors. 

It  is  probable  that  many  readers  will  ftare  at  this  intima¬ 
tion,  not  believing  it  prodible  for  a  miniftry,  at  this  time  of  day, 
and  under  a  Britilh  king,  to  run  fb-precipitately  upon  their  own 
ruin.  But  that  I  may  not  appear  to  talk  without  book;  and  as  I 
am  unwilling  to  mifreprefent  the  cafe,  I  will  give  you  an  e  traift 
from  one  of  the  letters  patent,  which  may  ferve  as  a  fample  of  the 
other  four. 

“  Whereas  the  illand  of  Tobago  was  conquered  by  us  during 
the  late  war,  and  has  been  ceded  and  fecured  to  us  by  the  late 
treaty  of  peace,  &c. 

“  We  have  thought  fit,  and  our  royal  will  and  pleafure  is, 
and  we  do  hereby,  by  virtue  of  our  prerogative  royal,  order,  di¬ 
rect  and  appoint,  that  an  impoft  or  cudom  of  four  and  an  half  per 
cent  in  fpecie  fhall,  from  and  after  the  29th  day  of  September  next 
enfuing  the  date  of  thefe  prefents,  be  raifed  and  paid  to  us,  our 
heirs  and  fucceftors,  for  and  upon  all  dead  commodities  of  the 
growth  and  produce  of  our  faid  illand  of  Tobago  that  fhall  be 
lhipped  off  from  the  fame. 

“  And  we  do  hereby  require  and  command  the  prefent  gover¬ 
nor  and  commander  in  chief,  and  the  governor  and  commander  in 
chief  for  the  time  being,  and  the  officers  of  the  cuftoms  in  our 
laid  illand  of  Tobago  now  and  hereafter  and  for  the  time  being, 
and  all  others  whom  it  may  concern,  that  they  do  refpedtively 
take  care  to  collect,  levy  and  receive  the  laid  impoft  or  cuftom  ac¬ 
cording  to  our  royal  will  and  pleafure  fignihed  by  thefe  prefents. 
In  witnefs  whereof  we  have  caufed  thefe  our  letters  to  be  made 
patent.  Witnefs  ourfelf,  at  Weftminfter,  the  20th  day  of  July, 
in  the  fourth  year  of  our  reign,” 

By  writ  of  privy  feal, 

&c.  &c.  &c. 

As  I  have  intimated  above,  this  cxtradl  may  ferve  as  a  fample 
of  the  other  four  patents,  viz.  for  St.  Vincent,  St.  Dominica, 
Grenada,  and  the  Grenadines  ;  except  that  with  regard  to  Gre¬ 
nada,  &c.  where  the  French  had  laid  a  poll-tax  upon  the  inha¬ 
bitants. 
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bitants,  that  poll-tax  (if  I  am  not  mifinformed)  is  alfo  continued 
upon  them,  by  their  refpe&ive  patents,  over  and  above  the  four 
and  an  half  per  cent  before  mentioned. 

As  this  is  plain  matter  of  fadl,  let  it  fpeak  for  itfelf.  I  cannot 
fay  much  in  its  defence.  And  all  I  have  been  able  to  meet  with 
as  a  plea  in  j unification,  is,  that  thefe  were  conquered  iflands, 
and  by  their  capitulations  agreed  to  be  on  the  fame  footing  as  the 
Leeward  Iflands  with  regard  to  taxes,  &c.  and  therefore  have  vir¬ 
tually  confented  to  this  tax,  which  fome  of  the  Leeward  Iflands 
pay.  Confequently  they  have  no  right  to  complain  that  the  ini- 
niftry  have  taken  them  at  their  word.  * 

It  is  not  my  bufinefs  to  enter  into  the  propriety  or  univerfalltv 
of  fuch  a  fort  of  confent,  or  how  far  the  terror  of  fome  can  in 
juilice  bind  the  property  of  all.  I  will  only  fay  that  if  the  in¬ 
habitants  fhould  fpeak  for  themfelves,  we  might  probably  hear 
fome  ihrevvd  objections  to  it.  But  the  grand  defect  of  this  plcsr. 
in  j  unification,  is,  that  it  appears  to  be  entirely  foreign  to  the 
point,  for  the  queltion  is  not,  what  the  inhabitants  of  thofe  iflands 
may,  or  may  not,  have  reafon  to  complain  of;  but  the  true  and 
important  queftions  in  this  cafe  are  ;  In  what  hands  has  theBritifh. 

conflitution  entrufled  the  power  of  levying  money  ? - For  what 

end  is  it  there  placed  ? - And  what  power  does  it  allow  the  exe¬ 

cutive  of  the  government  to  exercife  in  our  foreign  colonics,  fo  as 
to  feeure  our  own  fafety  at  home,  and  their  profperity  abroad? 

The  power  of  levying  money  never  was,  nor  ever  can,  in  a 
free  government,  be  with  fafety  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  fupreme 
executive,  unlefs  mankind,  in  general,  had  fewer  paflions  and 
more  wifdom  than  by  experience  appears  to  have  fallen  to  their 
fhare.  As  the  fupreme  executive  has  necefTarily  at  his  command 
the  united  force  of  the  whole  community,  for  the  purpofes  of 
peace  and  order  at  home,  and  defence  againft  foreign  enemies;  if 
the  power  of  raifing  money  alfo,  was  put  into  the  fame  hands, 
I  fhould  be  glad  to  know  what  can  feeure  that  community,  under 
a  bold  miniiter,  again  ft  the  fevere  fcourge  of  defpotifm.  That 
favorite  inftrument  for  this  purpofe,  a  ftanding  army,  would  be 
in  his  own  power  to  keep,  or  not,  as  he  might  fee  oecafion. 

This  mifehief  has  been  moil  wifely  provided  againil  by  that 
mixed  legiflature,  of  which  the  happy  conflitution  of  Great  Bri¬ 
tain  is  compofed.  But,  (if  I  may  be  allowed  to  repeat  what  has 
before  been  taken  notice  of)  the  continuance  of  this  blefting  de¬ 
pends  ppon  preferving  the  due  balance  of  the  three  eflates; 
which  cannot  be  done,  without  preferving  entire  and  untouched 
the  refpedlive  privileges  of  each. 

The  great,  perhaps  only,  privilege  the  commons  have  to  fupport 
their  independence  is  (as  1  oblerved)  the  power  of  railing  mo¬ 
ney,  when  they  find  it  neceflary,  or  ufeful.  If  this  fhould  once 
be  gone,  all  mu  ft  go  with  it,  and  a  diffolution  of  the  govern¬ 
ment  enfue.  For  this  reafon  it  is,  that  the  houfe  of  commons 
have  always  guarded  this  privilege  with  fo  jealous  and  judicious 
a  watchfulncfs  as  never  to  fuffer  the  houfe  of  lords  to  add  even  an 
amendment  to  a  money  bill.  And  we  are  encouraged  by  expe¬ 
rience 
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rience  io  trufl  with  confidence  in  both  houfes  of  parliament,  that 
they  will  never  fuffer  fuch  a  power  to  invert  in  the  crown,  which 
would  be  equally  dangerous  to  both,  as  it  mull;  in  time  render  the 
crown  entirely  independent  on  both. 

This  is  a  cafe,  which  moll  properly  falls  under  their  cogni¬ 
sance,  and  therefore,  Sir,  we  will,  with  all  humility,  leave  it 
to  their  enquiry,  wiidom  and  care.  And  there  may  it  rell  in 
peace  and  fecurity  that  all  will  be  done  that  may  appear  ne- 
ceffary,  or  expedient,  for  the  prefervation  of  our  excellent  con¬ 
futation. 

I  will  conclude  with  mentioning  fome  fa£ls,  which  I  fufpedl 
have  been  unattended  to,  or  miftaken;  and  from  that  millake, 
perhaps  this  bldnder  of  the  minillry  has  happened. 

On  the  twelfth  of  September  1663,  the  alfembly  of  the  illand 
of  Barbadoes  granted  a  duty  of  four  and  an  hall  per  cent,  in  fpe~ 
cie  on  all  dead  commodities,  of  the  growth  or  produce  of  the  laid 
illand,  exported  from  the  fame  ;  and  granted  it  for  the  fupport  of 
the  government  in  the  illand,  and  for  building  and  repairing  forts, 
&c.  neceflary  for  the  defence  of  the  ifland. 

In  the  year  1664  the  feveral  iflands  of  Nevis,  Montlerrat,  and 
St.  Chriflophers  did  the  fame. 

And  the  alfembly  of  the  Ifland  of  Antigua  on  the  19th  of 
May  1668,  granted  it  alfo  in  that  ifland.  And  thefe  are  the 
only  iflands  which  have  ever  yet  beenfubje<5t  to  it. 

It  is  very  clear  that  thus  far  there  was  no  claim  of  a  prerogative 
of  the  crown  in  the  cafe.  All  was  done  by  ads  of  their  own  al- 
femblies,  the  reprefentatives  of  the  commons  there. 

The  reader  mull  have  taken  notice  that  thefe  duties  were  granted 
in  Charles  the  fecond’s  reign.  And  it  is  very  remarkable  that, 
though  the  ifland  of  Jamaica  (which  was  a  conquered  ifland)  flood 
out,  and  would  not  confent  to  this  duty  there,  yet  the  minillry  of 
thofe  times  had  more  wifdom  than  to  claim  a  power  to  do  it  for 
them,  by  virtue  of  the  prerogative  royal.  The  fatal  confequences 
of  fuch  a  meafure  was  not  yet  out  of  their  memory.  Therefore 
that  ifland  has  been  exempt  from  it  to  this  day. 

It  muft  be  acknowledged,  that  the  minillry  of  a  future  reign, 
had  a  view  of  this  kind,  with  refped  to  Jamaica,  about. the  year 
1717.  But,  whilfl  it  was  under  confideration,  the  attorney-gene¬ 
ral  (who  was  afterwards  lord  Lechmere)  was  confulted  upon  the 
cafe  ;  and  gave  it  as  his  opinion,  that  any  perfon  who  fhoyld  ad- 
vife  his  majefly  to  fuch  a  meafure,  would  be  guilty,  of  high  trea- 
fon.  The  confequence  was,  the  minillry  wifely  dropt,  what  they 
had  weakly  defigned.  This  opinion,  if  I  am  not  mifinfonned, 
is  now  in  being  in  Mr.  Lechmere’s  hand-writing.* 

With  regard  to  the  capitulations  of  thofe  which  were  conquered 
iflands,  all  I  have  to  fay,  is,  the  capitulations  agreed  to,  could 

T  “ '  r"  "  -  "  '  1  -  -  ■  —  -  — ■  »  ■  — _  —  —1  m  —  1-  ■- 

*  This  intelligence  was  communicated  by  William  Wood,  Efq; 
late  fecretary  to  the  commiflioners  of  his  majelly’s  cufloms,  in  the 
year  1764;  by  whom  Mr.  Lechmere’s  opinion  had  been  pre¬ 
served,  and  in  whole  pofTeflion  it  remained  at  that  time. 


bind 
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hSwi  the  .refpeftive  contradors  no  longer  than  during  the  Inter 
regnum  (it  i  may  to  call  it)  ot  the  capitulation.  When  their 
were  annexed  to  the  Bruifli  crown,  they  became  infilled  to  tin- 

privileges  of  a  BntiOt  government.. - But  when  Tobago  was 

conquered,  or  by  what  general  or  admiral,  or  what  the  banitu 
Iation  was,  or  in  what  gazette  it  was  publjfhed,  are  now  fo imirel v 
out  of  my  memory,  that  1  mull  leave  tho/e  cireuiultances  to  be 
more  particularly  enquired  into  by  my  fuperiors. 

This  letter  was  fir  ft  publilhed  on  Saturday  the  2d  February 
1765.  And  on  Monday  the  11th  of  the  ,ame  month,  a  motion 
was  made  by  Mr.  Dempfter  in  the  houfe  of  commons:  upon 
which,  the  ..ouie  agreed,  nemine  cMradkcnte ,  to  the  following  re- 
folution :  6 

“  Refoived, 

1  hat  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  his  majedy,  that  he 
vvdl  be  gracioufly  pleafed  togivc  directions  thatthere  be  laid  before 
this  houfe,  copies  cf  all  inftruttiens  under  the  o-reat  feal  aurho 
rinng  the  levying  a  duty  of  four  and  an  half  percent’,  or  anJ 
ott.er  duty  whatfoever,  upon  certain  commodities  in  the  i Hands 
and  provinces  ceded  to  Great  Britain  by  the  lad  peace,  together 
With  copies  or  all  reprefentations  from  the  commilftoners  of  the 

cudoms,  memorials  from  the  treafury,  and  orders  of  council  re- 
lating  thereto. ” 

Purfuant  to  this  addrefs  the  feveral  copies  were  prefented  to 
the  houfe  on  Monday  the  j8th,  and  Tuelday  the  19th  of  the 
faux  month  (the  titles  of  which  may  be  leen  in  the  printed  votes) 
and  were  ordered  to  lie  upon  the  table  to  be  perufed  by  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  houfe. 

% 

Philo  Britannia?!  anfwer  me  inpenuoufly.  Is  not  this  (what you 
called  for)  “  Coming  to  fair  argument”?  -  —  What  is  now 
your  opinion  of  the  eighth  article  of  the  livery  of  London’s 
complaint?  if,  as  you  delire,  “  Vi&ory  fh all  declare  on 


the  fide  of  truth,  juftice,  and  Public  Good,”  '  On  which  fide  do 
you  believe  Jhe  will  declare?  On  the  fide  of  the  miniftry,  or,  ou 
the  nde  of  the  petitioners? 

Notwithdanding  what  is  here  undeniably  proved,  it  is  very 
f  rc^kle>  the  minidry’s  faithful  echoes  will  continue  repeating, 
I  he  petition  ot  the  Livery  of  London  is  ridiculous,  and  the 

complaint  ill  founded.” - If  fo,  we  mud  be  content  to  let  them 

take  their  own  way,  and  fay  they  know  not  what,  and  they 
know  not  why.  Such  barefaced  fallhoods  cannot  impole  upon 
any  man,  who  is  not  willing  to  be  deceived,  xh:  <vuli  dccipi  decim¬ 
After  returning  my  thanks  to  Philo  Britannia:  for  this  favourable 
opportunity  of  reviving  our  attention  to  fo  intereliing  a  fart, 
vvhich,  by  this  time,  may  poffibly  have  nipt  the  memory  of  fome 
cl  our  worthy  reprefentatives  in  parliament,  1  mull  leave  him  to 
enjoy  the  triumph  for  his  vidfory  over  his  own  fagacity. 

fee  legality  of  this  impofition  of  four  and  an  lmlf  per 
cent,  was  contclled  with  the  crown  in  the  Ifland  of  St.  Vin- 


cent, 
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cent,  by  Mr.  Otley  a  planter;  and  the  iffue  was  tried  there*' 
The  jury  delivered  in  a  fpecial  verdift,  which  was  argued  before 
the  judges  of  the  courts  of  law,  who  gave  judgment  in  favour  of 
Mr.  Otley.  An  appeal  from  thecourts  of  law,  was  then  brought 
before  the  governor  and  council  of  tne  illand.  The  governor 
and  council,  after  a  full  hearing,  confirmed  the  judgment  of 
thecourts  of  law.  This  lad  determination  was  about  j  uly  1768, 
Upon  this,  an  appeal  was  brought  before  the  king  in  council 
here.  The  cafe,  as  I  am  informed,  now  hands  referred  to  coun¬ 
cil  learned  in  the  law  for  their  opinion,  and  there  it  reds*.  Du¬ 
ring  this  formal  fufpenfion  of  juftice,  the  duties  continue  to 
be  levied  by  authority  of  the  letters  patent.  How  long  we  are 
to  proceed  in  this  illegal  method  of  levying  money  by  pretence 
of  prerogative,  we  hope  will  not  be  left  to  the  diferetion  of  a 
minifiry,  who  feem  fo  fond  of  the  novelty.  We  rather  hope,  it 
will  not  be  buffered  to  efcape  the  ferious  attention  of  our  worthy 
reprefentatives  in  parliament,  at  their  next  meeting. 

‘£  That  levying  money  to  or  for  the  ufe  of  the  crown ,  by  pretence  of 
prerogative ,  or  without  grant  of  parliament ,  for  longer  time  or  in  other 
manner  than  the  Jame  is  or  Jhall  be  granted ,  is  illegal. 5  ’ 

Is  not  this  dipulation  of  the  bill  of  rights  exprefied  in  plain  and 
intelligible  language?  Can  any  doubt  arife  about  the  fenfe  and 
meaning  of  it?  Where  is  that  genius  to  be  found,  who  can  dif- 
cover  the  lead  duplicity  in  the  expredion,  or  difiinguifh  away  the 
meaning?  Then,  how  fhall  we  account  for  this  bold  obdinacy  of 
the  minifiry  in  fupport  of  a  meafure,  which  firikes  at  the  very 
foundation  of  the  Britijh  confiitution ,  and  fets  the  bill  of  rights  at 
defiance  ?  I  fiiould  be  glad  to  fee  this  accounted  for  upon  a  more 
honourable,  a  more  honeft  principle,  than  the  influence  of  the 
French  cabinet.  Until  this  be  done,  what  hope  can  any  reafon- 
able  man  have,  what  confidence  can  he- place  in  men,  who  fliew 
no  gratitude  to,  no  feeling  for  their  king  and  unhappy  country? 

Surely,  the  committee  at  S — t  J - ’s  will  not  yet  dare  to  pro- 

fefs  an  intention  to  fet  the  nation  together  by  the  ears,  in  order  to 
make  way  for  what  minifiers  of  date,  in  all  reigns,  have  had  a 
jecret  fondnefs  for,  and,  fince  the  revolution,  have  honoured  with 
the  name  of  the  old  confutation. \  With  this  title  they  dignified 
ahfolute  monarchy ,  that  determined  plan  of  the  weak  unrelenting 
houfe  of  Stuart ;  the  obftinate  purfuit  of  which,  brought  about 
the  glorious  event  of  1688. 

Since  the  revolution,  minifiers  of  date  have  modedly  concealed 
this  fondneis  Corn  the  public,  and  paid  their  devotion  to  this 
file  de joy  by  dealtb,  in  the  hours  of  retirement.  But,  now  the 
fafliion  of  the  times  has  removed  the  reproach  of  expoiing  their 
kept-midrefics  to  public  view,  our  minifiers  are  happily  freed 


i  Vvehear  that  Mr.  Otley  is  jud  arrived  in  England,  in  or- 

ocr  Purlue  this  bufinefs,  which  will  foon  come  to  a  hearing  at 
the  Cockpit.  *  0 


f  v-ee  the  fird  letter  in  the  Political  Rrgifer  for  Augud,  1769. 
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from  this  aukward  reflraint,  and  can,  without  fharne  o*  remorfe, 
boaft  of  their  unconflitutional  attachments.  This  mud  be  allow¬ 
ed  to  be  open  and  above  board.  But,  how  the  public  are  to  be 
reconciled  to  this,  is,  I  fufpeft,  a  cafe  our  prefent  managers  have 
forgotten.  to  take  into  confideration.  In  this  contefl,  who  ought 
to  fubmit?  The  minifters,  or  the  people?  The  people  cannot 
fubmit,  without  tamely  furrendering  what  has  been  purchafed  at 
the  expence  of  fo  much  Britifh  blood  and  treafure.  it  the  mini¬ 
fy  are  weak  enough  to  believe  we  are  fufticiently  debauched  for 
that  purpofe,  I  hope  they  will  find  themfelves  miftaken.  Bad  as 
we  have  been,  we  have  never  yet  gone  io  far ;  and  let  us  hope  we 

never  fh  all .  .  , 

It  is  very  true,  the  loyal  fubjetfs  of  this  government  have  been 

remarkable  for  their  civility  and  complaifance  to  a  miniflry  ;  but, 
loyalty  itfelf  forbids  them  to  look  on  with  indifference,  when 
their  excellent  conJUtution ,  upon  which  their  all  depends,,  llan  s 
tottering  with  one  foot  in  the  grave.  Vi/ hen  the  full  principles  o 
jthe  confutation ,  the  facrednefs  of  property.,  and  the  freedom  o 
ele&ion,  are  brought  into  queflion ;  furely,  it  is  high  time  for  the 
friends  of  liberty  to' fpeak  plain,— to  prefent  the  truih  with  de¬ 
cency,  and  without  difguife,  before  the  throne, 
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